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NUCrlEAR/ASMS' RACE; 


\Wha?dojou thmk ab'oufJran?.0i\Qp^ 
r The Ir^ raid is presented by both',the Administr'a-; 
t’ion- and the media as-the'equivalent ,of. the,,Britishj 
SAS operation freeingthe hostages in.the embassy in; 
London,'; simply^aj humanitarian mission. That is] 
Iwhy, , supposedlyi.''2it;v'was; not .■ necessaryfor thei 
•President to inform Congress'beforehand,^under-the: 
iWar. Powers,; act; But^certain, military aspects have^ 
•begun to conie out about the raid, leaked to theT/ew^ 
\York .Times and-yT/me. Magazine. .What ,we ;have 
Jeam^;',of. .the planning does not?; contradict the^ 
iassertions; made'-by.the/President 'oveo the previous; 
jsix months.thar;'such.a-raid'was close.'to infeasible.^ 
(The,planning' ap'pears’tb Lave,envisioned combat at; 
'thelembassy^.in Tehran iWh a good, possibility ,of 
Josing.^'many jas’20 "hostages.'The, contingency'ofi 
.considerable; combat^; included^ two , heavily-armed 
,C-130’s which would/Spray, rockets and.machine-gun' 
irire at>crowds';Of civilians in Tehran, converging on, 
ithe embassy.; The planning', further called . for high-: 
/performance jets of our.own'being over the city at the 
[time and in the/'eyent” of.armed combat, destroying! 
jt.he airfields'. So! the .operation includes an enormous; 
Jlevel.(Ofj'destruction‘,;in/-.Tehran,-itself,.and in. the' 
Isurrqunding airfield.^ll...watched very.similar;opera- 
itions,.in the ,Pentagori;.when I,was there., I, believe I 
Vecoenize it prim'arilv ^'a militarv Strike againstjran; 

V _ '__ _I Tf 


; would; itliserve (Pentagon .interests,-to J 
'military strike like\ we Jiave- just' seem, in Iran, ■ 
supposedly to.free'the hostages?' 

L A number of purposes are served,' especially in this'' 
'election Lyear,'.' The raid demonstrated that - the 
President “had the will to shed blood'for a .cause.’’ It 
'definitel'y'icserv'es' President Carter’s . interests in 
'keeping his'job...There is a desire among people who 
have.greaCinfluence.on our choice of candidates, 
'people in major corporations'in this country, in the 
'dominant; which is to say cons'ervative, leadership ih 
Congress’^d thein allies' in the'Pentagon, to make 
:,U.S.^threats of military .intervention credible to'other; 
■countries;in:‘the-Middle-East^specifical,lyiia.ndTnjthe>, 
iTb.u'.diW.orli.aUargel;,^ 


To wixai exie 'ni~do you think the Iran raid was backed 
up by a nuclear threat? . . 

1 I don’t think that there has been so much comment 
;by high Administration figures on the.possible initia¬ 
tion of possible tactical nuclear, warfare ■ by the 
United States since the Berlin crisis of '1961,. which 
.was 19 years ago. There was a story-by Jack Nelson 
and Robert, Toth;in the L.A^ Times just before, the 
President’s ; speech quoting .uname’d high.,,-White 
House officials saying that they'understood, it was 
‘impossible for the U.S. to stop the Russians in that; 
.part of the world with non-nuclear means. Therefore' 
,it might be necessary to-initiate'nuclear-warfare. 
Tmmediately'after the President spoke,- a top secret; 
'report was leaked to the New York Times,,obviously 
fwith high level authorization,'.on military options in 
.• the Middle East. This'report concluded, that it would, 
':be impossible to prevail against the Russians.so close 
•’to;their.own .-border.-without;'the use :of-,.tacticar- 
I nuclear -r .weapons,".., which. .were-;- thereforeJ'.recom-' 

■ mended.!; .U, jhv;' 

; What- was the'purpose, of the''leaks?) 
vi' ,. ,To answer the critics and in particular to. lise/this 
.f'occasion to':'begin , to; ‘prepare, the --mok'i; attentive. 
;5’public, the ones who .read ,the - front, page.;of.-their; 
;:.newspaper,'',to.the possibility,of-initiating the.hse of' ■' 
'^’tactical nuclear weapons:. 

'f I believe we.have been moving.toward a.'policy.of 
^explicit-threat- of-nuclear-weapons,ever “since the 
i;discrediting of;’,ou'r poIicy.(^in..,'Vietnam to'.-substitute 
^ troops andF'nbn-nuclear-weapons, for-the'|, nuclear 
e threats'll thaU-vwere-;Usedi--.hn//the-:1950 ’s;t^ ;.more 

ii; dominant-reaction-'for a, few years, was .to rely on a; 
ijoint policy of .collaboration, with; the :Russians of] 
jjpreserving world .order.That period was given the^ 
'name of,detente,’It was a real breakTrom the ..cold,, 
’.war. The current'isituatibnus. very similar to, the pld- 
coIdVwar period... .Not;- that- we - have .suddenly, 
(discovered'that Russials re'ally after all behind every-; 
fthing in the world that-hurts.our corporate interests,,' 
;.but. rather,that..toxoid,war, perception.has come 
I again to be seen as indispehsible to, the interventions,, 
•-that corporate leaders, want to make m the rest of the, 
(world.' , it,.-',' 

■ .Inside the Pentagon one is pretty well proteaed 
;from ,the notion, that the plans .for mass killing .that 
■’you are frequently,involved in designing-are for .the. 
•purpose of protecting the profits of E.xxon.. It would^ 
be hard for .either civilians of soldiers-.^to-bring, 
hhemselves to. kill people for Mobil in .this'country.i 

•;.What is the role of the Trilateral Commission, and 
'^does it make a difference who is elected President?.i 
.Well, the Trilateral Commission is. something of a- 
i.club with .members picked, by .David; Rockefeller.of 
.'.the C.hase .Manhattan,Bank,-and George Bush_and 
.'John Anderson.are both rather recent.inductees... We 
;.see that, for., a ,.'man] .who. is'- almost-. magically.' 
i transported to the vicinity .of the .White. House, like 
:'Jimmy.Carter.in.the:las.Lelectioaand Jo.hn.Anderson 
!in -thjs_elecfi.bn.,;.gainingjfiie^confidencej_p.f_Da,vid( 








Roclcefdlems'a'fvefy^good’begirihmg'’6n;{tKe’'pat^^ 
the. presidency, nil •*' 'i-. -‘f;: '\v .' ,; r;^' i 

.■>■.■■-, r;- v; *- ‘ p,’ 

Ho'w does that apply,yo Ronald Jfedgan?:]^:;:^ii,j^':^^^4 
i.’-ReaganMs not' part, of that-club;- but. Garter^ and 
Bush .are-coming , very close to .those policies 'that 
Reagan has -held • 'all . along. 'Until -ilast year, th'ose 
policies.afound.which^the-Trilateral .Commission was 
.formed'were in part policies^of detente with Russia,- 
.with; an encouragement; 6f regional sub-povvers to, 
'represent our.interests.i;'f.5V^;;;;--. i;. - 

iC Now all'oCa sudden;',the-whoie policy of reliance 
on. regional -powers to do our ,threatening and our 
fighting forfus becojnes suspect'after the falLof the 
shah. Regional powers are surprisingly-vulnerable to 
[nationalism.‘Egypt, Saudi'Arabia, South Africa are 
’potentially unstable.; Now there is a 'need.for us not 
-just to suppiy;arms to the'shah;and,to South Africa,! 
’butijtoVdo Vthe’ fighting _ourselves.’..,Those business 
i pedple'who b oth ^represent th e internationa l interests 
of , the .•..business f community, . and ■ whose; own' 
Jinstitutidns.'are most dependent and involved in inter-[ 
jnationalaffairs see a need for'dire'ct'iU.S.' interven- 
■tion'in t^he'-affairs'ofthe-'Xhird -.World...;;;;;,• '. -l 

’Is there a point at which small scale nuclear weapons 
vsed in military operations ini'third world countries 
'wouid lead inevitably JO nuclear holocaust? -iJir J 
h;We,^are_,h’n.'a;wp.rld where .by, .1985-. over thirty 
fcountries'wilf'Have; fissile,^material from a nuclear, 
‘reactor.prdgr'am,-;arid the.other necessary technology 
to, make nuclear weapons; You have a supersaturated 
solution.^'.where(a;[single/.disturbancecan , suddenly 
.crystallize a whole’new system, a whole new-structure 
, ' and;organizatioh.y.The .use of, nuclear .weapons.: by 

anyone,, will.be an [event which 'will tip a great number, 
of, countries toward developing nuclear .weapons. On' 



:for '35/:yearj:\\Vhen they.are used on people.-for..the‘ 


[first time.since,Nagasaki; Ivdon’t. think it will' be 35, 
iweeks.-before they art used again..[We would then be[ 
heading, into [ah era in^.which, nuclear, weapons .are, 
jused as conventional weapons,-instruments of war, on 
a par, with'the other, instruments of war. What has', 
jkept the weapons from,being actually exploded in the; 
;world,'ihthe:last•.■35.:years,-,.and- has kept' most' 
couhtries.^from getting, them,':has ‘been ,the almost- 
universalisense.-on.thfe part of-publics in the world 
that, these .weapons are somehow .illegitimate, to be 
used-^atflworst—.only Jn .y cases ,>.of -dhe -■greatest' 
urgenc^y,';of national survival. • -; ? 

i,;.'Presidents' have gone.to, extreme lengths to keep’ 
the public-from being aware that in .fact they have not' 
only contemplated but'actively threatened^ nuclear; 
jwe^dns^in situations that weren’t remotely compar-^ 
'able^ We have'lost our nuclear superiority,.yet threats 
are stiU.being made. In'fact, Presidents are likely to; 
make'strbnger, mor.e/ambitio.us.nuclear-'threats than' 
in,,the[,past. ..They;will..almost' surely have - to carry' 
'Some of-themrout. Therefore, they "can no longerl 
bpera'te.undef'the cover of secrecy. Nuclear threats,' 
nuclear’;ultimatums,ycan' no . longer -^be^xonducted' 
entifelyvas. a covert,policy/ 


Iwhyifs'that? 

j ' You have td‘.cbhtempIate*fh'at'so'me''6f the’ threats' 
fwill be called, and_you wiirhave. to carry them[ out. 

Jf , public‘'^pinionTwas to;: begin\an ' abolitionist 
'movement regarding nuclear weapons, then could it^ 

■,be unilateral, or would we have to say, Well, Russia 
>would have to^do it too"? ' ; . 

; ■ Our problem is not simply-to jog- the conscience .or 
'to; alert, our national leaders to-a'problem,^bur;is 
‘actuallyjto oppose -their considered positions; And 
that, means;not'.bnly in this country, . but. , in ,most 
c ountries of the.worldl Ours is'/the country that most 
needs to be turned around, that can-make the .most 
’difference if.we were to throw our national Weight'on 
[the side of stopping 'the arms'‘;race,'- of .stopping 
•producing nuclear weapons, [bf .moving away.., from 
the threat of nuclear^ weapons.,-'./ 

*; -What I,think we are seeingjafter..Vietnam,'['after the 
'Second World War,-a.fter''.the First, World War—after, 
la variety of warnihgs-r-is imperialism-as^usual„.in the 
U.S., in.Russia,.and all oyer the world'./lue/**'- 
I .- So there are two ways in which the prospects ahead . 

are yery,gloomy. One is. simply'that the patterns of 
oppression that we haye seen fopthousands of years 
[and specifically throughout.This century,': show., no 
,signs oh abating—on , the.contrary,, -. wars,:-; and 
.oppression seem to.,be in ;the-future ,as' in the^past,) 

<. .But.'secohd, to, spread, around .these 'hew, thermo¬ 
nuclear ’, toysas instruments....ofthat';.'proc’ess,' has • 
prospects for -mass murder th'at 'dwarf'anything .thatj 
has'.eyer;; been seen ; before.-. ’I. can'.,'explaini.t.he . 

'difference between an, atom bomblof the.'Hiroshima, 

■type, ',,an /A-bomb, - and, the - H-bomb/ - which/are: 
istandard.now, by pointing, opt that the H-bombs use: 

'atom-,bombs ,,',fof triggers.! The :,actiyities [ of,.'the’. 

. [engineers'-'at . Rocky Flats where thesetriggers}; are.' 
imade are. equivalent, to phe'.designers; of Auschwitz. 

[Auschwitz killed two'million people .in. its operations.'] 

.'Each individual bomb of the ..larger size, that'.Rocky 
'Flats prepares kills two million people if it’/dropped 
[near'two million, or six,million„people ifitis-'dropped, 

;near'-six million.;,/"■.■;.■.;•,■ ;/• ■' -j,-; 

[■. One 'can ,hope';')''that','^ public-:, attitudes ;-, can'.-he 
'mobilized ^,to create-,,-a.: movement-..that; would; 
■overpowepouf national,policy and change it'.Tnpur[ 

[democracy/. with all its limits, numbers' could; be] 
made effective, the imperial policies of ^our leaders'- 
'could be changed.' And the best example'of a success 
in such an'effort.was'the fact that against the wishes' 

[of, our, national,, leadership .. .the 'Vietnam ...war.. was'; 

ended .; 'i,r 

i . If we ' were ftb . propose an actual stop 'ito - th e 
weapons race ;'and to take steps- unilaterallv in the'' 

;short ,run of ,showihg..good. faith: by stoppin g- such wiew 
.'weapons.as the Trident, the MX, .the. cruise missile,} 

[the neutron bomb, the Russians would be-faced.with, 

[two choices.; They could go''up",.themseIves .in' any.} 
pase,,which, would, simply,.mean.a:continuation,pf.the' 










i^rmiTr'ace^n bHK^sTde^ince'tKey^^ 

[fvwould renew,!our,-'oWn productibn.;ih that case,,-lOr; 
i'they c6uld'match-;'us in'stopping., 

cl don’t believe thatan all-out holocaust is the most. 
I'likely event,-in^.the next-five or ten;years, or twenty.' 
j'-years.r'.'eveh'^or-.even .■.‘■very-;; likely.! . Thoughit., is 
indefinitely possiBle.'.ltrcbuld:'bccur,-ahy^day,-as the 
j;,'result- of’^almost any'v: non-nuclear,'conflict almost 
i' anywh'ere'in'the world.- But'Tthink: it’s necessary to' 
,^say realistically, ;that 'the odds favbr' the following 
»-,development;. That.' nuclear. weapons; will be used,- 
icfifst^dernohstratively.v^erhaps.'not oh' cities but, on' 
^ military targets bf some sort—but'before veryMong',' 
[;on .a.,city;-,.i^d^ismall ;,wars;,will'vbe follo.wed .by, 
^isornewhat. larger, wars.;.^, 

I'-.. - Hundreds of thousands bif people iwillgb ih-a.dayii 
|millions ,will be/destroyed in a day, , and (this', wilL 
chappen eyerynow and then; in the course of a year on 
;Va decade; repeatedly..Th'fs-will take place primarily in' 
f^the. peripheral - areas-twhere, the: wars .ofl the last •■30 
I years,mainly have been fought.- It will.simply shorten’ 
^andjntensifysirnilar-softs of wars’', in Africa, perhaps 
nLatini^-America',i;jAsia,-;^perhaps^:the;.'.periphery.yof 
t''Eufbpe;'.places.,like: Cypress and:-.Turkey and Greece.- 

Ohe, bther,^almost[^c , development -5 will, be 

l^extremei.movesji',toward;iauthbritarianism :-,in ':,'most 
^parts^of the world,;an'd a"considerable move.toward if 
^in allfparts bf;the;\yorld;;The panic-and uncertainty in 
Tthis k'indbf-wbfldiwilUencourage'' the public to accept 
^authority .and discipline^-very readily,' So democracy,' 
|even',in,the'rnbst-advanced cbuntries,‘may,be one of 
tthetfirst'casualtie’sr;;^.;, 

'Eventually ^^ohefbhfanbthef. of-thesblwafs'.f riggers' 
foff something'fairly-large. And that-i^nof the end. 
jThe-'Wars, contihiie-Until most of the -weapons'-.that 
flfivermore-and'.lios'rAlamos and the Russians 'have 
;produced;do;gb-,bff.iAnd th'at .ends-!mosPlife in the 
fnorthbrn-ihemisphere.M.-am, putting of-Pthe overall^ 
iholocaushtjy some 'period—maybe ten, or twenty,^or 
. |fifty;year,s.' Indeed,*bne^6f the things that -is going to' 
-make- the, ijifocess,barderto reverse 'is; the discovery 
nhat;the.,worst.didn’tlhappen, and that one can.live 
^with’ bccasibnafex'^losions of nuclear weapons.?'- ' 
?„*i'Humanity has, learned, somewhat-'to its surprise^, 
vthatj'nuclear?weapons can be possessed by .some' 
^co'uhfries.,;without;.being exploded,, in combat.'from' 
jy.eaf,'';to^';yeaf,-..'andj;even .without': spreading';,very 
Jrapidly,<-Poss'ession ',is: Someho'.v' compatible;* witb 
fsurvivaE.^af least-frb'nT'year to year.; Possession'does' 
^nof-.necessafilylead very,quickly to'use in combat. I; 
ybelieve that use in.comba t will lead.'in contrast, very, 

: quickly,,'to}jfurther;,,use,';;'But;.when-fhe.^'explosionl 
<occurs,''dheTesults.a’re rhuch mbrebifficult'to reverse.’ 
r'Now^^is the^tirne tplstop this,'pfocess..,It is a very short 
|penod.fAnd. the''‘chan'cesOf,stopping-..it, Awhile 'not- 
flarge; ahd.-while less,than it,used to.be, is much,,'much; 
^argeri.th.an.,i.t.w/nTb.e.A.flw^'y.ears^,from,.no.w.,.._....j,,.,^.:i 


^.’~We’ve’got fb stb’p’'’our''leaders from'openly maki’ng 
.'those nuclear threats, as^Carterfis'doing noviy And 1- 
,think: :we,.,haye a real.'-^chance .of doing.,that... A;, 
movement ^should'C/aspire,to reinfofce.the' -serrse bf 
’illegitimacyof initiating nuclear war; We should have^ 
’a,'‘no-first-,use''policy,.. an'd - urge,, thie^; Russians.Ao, 
'join.-And then-demand that both’sideVbegin to act,; 

.consistent 'With. such.a.policy of refram^g from .any 

'initiation of'nuclear war. We should taxe the tactical^ 
.Wapons out of the,theatre.' ,We .should withdraw' 
them from our; carriers all over, the,sea. -,We should 
'stop the addition, of new types 'of- tactical, weapons,' 
;like the neutron bofnbs^and,so should the Russians.'; 

'Nuclear ArmamenYs,7-^’^ depth'1 lj)age 

■interview with Dr.:^Ellsberg is available for-70^ (lOdj 
'for. each additional plus postage) from: 

Conservation Press, Box 20I.rK- \.--'t:':,C-i:Pi<ff/ 
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Daniel EUsbergf white hat)-sits-in...with protesters aVi 
i^Rocky^EJats nuclear weapons plant, Apcil-29,: J978..l 
'He was also among the speakers at the .legalrallyfjeld^ 
■there last April J9 which drew.f6,000.'^ 
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